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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Acknowledgement is made of Applicant's amendment dated 28 January 2005, 
responding to the 14 January 2005 Office action provided in the rejection of claims 1-29 and 54- 
57, wherein claims 17 and 23 have been amended, claims 30-53 and 58 have been canceled, and 
no new claims have been added. Claims 1-29 and 54-57 remain pending in the application and 
have been fully considered by the examiner. 

2. Applicant's arguments, see paragraph 2 on page 12, filed 28 January 2005, with respect 
to the rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-29 and 54-57 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon 
further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of U.S. Patent 6,324.693 to 
Brodersen. 



Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant argues in paragraph 2 on page 12, filed 28 January 2005 that the rejections of 
claims 1-29 and 54-57 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), based in part upon U.S. Patent 6,438,749 to 
Chamberlain (hereinafter "Chamberlain"), are not appropriate since Chamberlain was commonly 
assigned to Microsoft Corporation, the assignee of the present application, at the time of the 
invention and does not qualify as prior art. Applicant further submits that U.S. Patent 6,360,364 
to Chen et al. (hereinafter "Chen"), used in the rejection of claim 8 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is 
also inappropriate since Chen was also commonly assigned at the time of the invention. 
Applicant is reminded that statements establishing common ownership of, or an obligation for 
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assignment to, the same person should be clear and conspicuous (e.g., on a separate piece of 
paper or in a separately labeled section). Nonetheless, applicant's statement is sufficient to 
disqualify Chamberlain and Chen as prior art, and the prior rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
withdrawn. 

4. Applicant responds to the drawing objections under 37 CFR 1.83(a) on page 13. 
According to 37 CFR 1.83(a), the drawings must show every feature of the invention specified in 
the claims. Applicant suggests that the access and decompression of compressed and 
uncompressed files (claims 7 and 8) can be found in Figure 4 element 401 ("Access at least a 
version of one or more files that are to be installed"), XML structured instructions (claim 10) and 
extraction instructions (claim 1 1) can be found in Figure 4 element 404 ("Access installation 
instructions"), and the pre-installation state (claim 20) and the backup up of the original file and 
configuration setting (claims 21 and 22) can be found in Figure 4 element 406 ("Construct 
rollback document"). These three drawing elements do not illustrate the 8 various limitations 
found in these claims, since these 8 limitations are not equivalent to the three respective 
generalized elements found in FIG. 4. This argument is not convincing. 

5. In the last paragraph of page 13, applicants argue that Figures 1 and 2 should not be 
labeled "Prior Art" since they illustrate unique and novel features of the invention. However, the 
applicant's own specification provides a general description of Figure 1 on page 3 paragraph 
[0004] which appears in the "Background and Related Art" section of the originally filed 
specification. Further, Figure 2 simply shows a mobile computing device that does not appear to 
provide any unique or novel features of the invention. Paragraph [0047] on page 16 describes 
the figure as being "illustrative only", and "by no means represents even a small portion" of the 
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devices in which the invention could be implemented. As such, the mobile device of Figure 2 is 
merely one device that is old among many that can use the invention. 

Drawings 

6. Figures 1 and 2 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only that 
which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 
CFR 1.121(d)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

7. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the access and decompression of 
compressed and uncompressed files (claims 7 and 8), XML structured instructions (claim 10), 
extraction instructions (claim 1 1), the pre-installation state (claim 20), and the backup up of the 
original file and configuration setting (claims 21 and 22), must be shown or the feature(s) 
canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
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must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified 
and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 1-7, 1 1-29, and 64-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over "Gain Control of Application Setup and Maintenance with the New Windows Installer" by 
Kelly (hereinafter "Kelly"), in view of U.S. Patent 6,324.693 to Brodersen et al. (hereinafter 
"Brodersen"). 

In regard to claim 1, Kelly discloses: 

an act of the mobile computing device accessing at least a version of at least one 
file that is to be installed on the mobile computing device; See page 5: 

The Windows installer is a registered server for files with a .MSI extension, so it is 
automatically invoked by the shell when a .MSI file is opened by a user. When invoked 
in this way, the installer reads product information from the installation database file and 
determines whether the product is already installed. 
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an act of the mobile computing device accessing computer-executable installation 
instructions that define how the at least one file is to be installed on the mobile computing 
device, the installation instructions being directly interpretable by a configuration 
manager associated with the mobile computing device; See page 5: 

The installer also exposes an OLE Automation interface to allow administrators or 
developers to write Visual Basic or VBScript code that controls product installation. 

Note that VBScript is an interpreted scripting language that is therefore interpreted by the 
installer. 

an act of the configuration manager causing the installation instructions to be 
executed; See page 5: 

If the product is not yet installed, it launches the product's installation sequence, which is 
described in the database. 



an act of the configuration manager causing a rollback document to be 
constructed. Seepage 3: 

All changes to the system configuration are done as a single installation transaction by 
the Install Service. The transaction provides for rollback of a failed or aborted 
installation. The rollback includes restoring the original contents of files replaced or 
deleted during the installation and restoring overwritten or deleted registry settings (such 
as COM class registration). Since this rollback information can take up a significant 
amount of space, an administrator or user can disable it during installation. 

Kelly does not expressly disclose a mobile computing device. However, in an 
analogous environment, Brodersen teaches installing components on a mobile computing 
device. See column 4 lines 17-24: 

Node 21 -a is a remote computer system, such as a mobile client such as a laptop 
computer. Node 21 -a includes a partially replicated remote database 23-a, update 
manager 3 1-a responsive to user input 33-a, docking manager 25-a and merge manager 
27-a. In operation, update manager is responsive to user input 33-a to make changes to 
remote database 23-a as directed by the operator of node 2 1-a. Updates made are 
recorded, or journaled, in node update log 3 5 -a. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use Brodersen's teaching of a mobile computing device with Kelly's 
teaching of the "Windows Installer". One of ordinary skill would have been motivated to 
install software on a mobile computer in order to utilize the computer's processing 
power. 

In regard to claim 2, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses: an act of the mobile computer device determining whether or not the 
installation instructions would be successful See page 3: "The transaction provides for 
rollback of a failed or aborted installation." 

In regard to claim 3, the above rejection of claim 2 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses: an act of querying a plurality of configuration service providers that would 
each perform some of the installation instructions as to whether or not the installation 
would be successful with respect to their corresponding installation instructions. See 
Figure 1 : Install Transaction, and Install Service. 

In regard to claim 4, the above rejection of claim 3 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses that the installation of software can be accomplished using a plurality of 
installation modules as cited in the above rejection of claim 3. Kelly does not expressly 
disclose transactions. However, Brodersen teaches transactions that execute instructions 
as a whole in column 9 lines 10-27. 
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In regard to claim 5, the above rejection of claim 2 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 2. 

In regard to claim 6, the above rejection of claim 2 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 4. 

In regard to claim 7, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses: an act of the mobile computing device accessing a compressed version of the at 
least one file that is to be installed on the mobile computing device; and an act of the 
mobile computing device decompressing the compressed version of the at least one file 
that is to be installed on the mobile computing device. See 4 th paragraph on page 5: 
"compressed CAB files". Decompression is an inherent component of installing a 
compressed file, otherwise the file would be unusable. 

In regard to claim 1 1, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly 
discloses installation of a system using compressed CAB files as disclosed in the above 
rejection of claim 7. This process inherently requires extraction, since files could not be 
installed without first being extracted from the CAB file. 

In regard to claim 12, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses examination of files including indications of replacement and deletion (See 3 rd 
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paragraph on page 3), and further generally describes installation including moving files 
(See 2 nd paragraph page 13). 

In regard to claim 13, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 12. 

In regard to claim 14, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses removing features and uninstalling applications, which all involve deleting files. 
See 5 th paragraph on page 5. 

In regard to claim 15, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses restoring registry settings (3 rd paragraph on page 3). 

v 

In regard to claim 16, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses execution of instructions by the Windows installer service. See top of page 3. 

In regard to claim 17, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly further 
discloses an API which comprises numerous modules for execution of installation 
services and instructions. See pages 9-12. 
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In regard to claim 18, the above rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Kelly 
further discloses use of the Windows 95, Windows 98, and Windows NT, all of which 
provide file configuration services. 

In regard to claim 19, the above rejection of claim 17 is incorporated. Kelly 
further discloses use of the Windows 95, Windows 98, and Windows NT, all of which 
inherently registry configuration services. 

In regard to claims 20-22, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly 
further discloses pre-installation state, file backup, and configuration setting backup, all 
in the context of a rollback document. See 3 rd paragraph page 3. 

In regard to claim 23, Kelly discloses a computer program product. See last 
paragraph on page 2: "The new Windows installer". All further limitations have been 
addressed in the above rejection of claims 1 and 2. 

In regard to claim 24, the above rejection of claim 23 is incorporated. Kelly does 
not expressly disclose physical storage media. However, Brodersen teaches physical 
storage media in column 3 lines 33-35. 

In regard to claim 25, the above rejection of claim 23 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 1. 
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In regard to claim 26, the above rejection of claim 23 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 5. 

In regard to claim 27, the above rejection of claim 23 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 6. 

In regard to claim 28, Kelly discloses: a step for installing the at least one file in a 
transacted manner using the configuration manager. See page 3: 

All changes to the system configuration are done as a single installation transaction by the Install 
Service! The transaction provides for rollback of a failed or aborted installation. 
All further limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 1. 

In regard to claim 29, the above rejection of claim 28 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejections of claims 1, 2, and 5. 

In regard to claim 54, Kelly discloses: 

a field representing at least a version of at least one file to be installed. See 5 th 
paragraph on page 5 : 

Features and components for a product are described in the product's installation 
database. This is a file with a .MSI extension that contains all the installation 
information for a particular product, including the user interface displayed during the 
initial user installation of the product. 

All further limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claims 1 and 24. 
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In regard to claim 55-57, the above rejection of claim 54 is incorporated. All 
further limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claims 7, 10, and 24, 
respectively. 

10. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kelly and 
Brodersen as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 6,078,921 to Kelley 
(hereinafter "Kelley"). 

In regard to claim 8, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly does 
not expressly disclose access of an uncompressed file. However, Kelley teaches the 
distribution of an uncompressed file in column 6 lines 39-44. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use Kelley' s 
teaching of uncompressed files with Kelly's installer. One of ordinary skill would have 
been motivated to use uncompressed files in order to reduce the amount of processing 
required during installation. 

1 1 . Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kelly 
and Brodersen as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 6,687,873 to 
Ballantyne et al. (hereinafter "Ballantyne"). 

In regard to claim 9, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Kelly does 
not expressly disclose: instructions that are structured in accordance with a schema that 
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is interpretable by the configuration manager. However, in an analogous environment, 
Ballantyne teaches that an XML schema can be used to define instructions. See Column 7 
lines 42-46. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Ballantyne's teaching of schema's with Kelly's installation 
service. One of ordinary skill would have been motivated to define data elements 
associated with installation instructions. 

In regard to claim 10, the above rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. All further 
limitations have been addressed in the above rejection of claim 9. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Derek Rutten whose telephone number is (571) 272-3703. The 
examiner can normally be reached on T-F 6:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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